and heated argument has taken place about interven-
tion and non-intervention. That criticism and argu-
ment have perished with the yesterday that has gone
and are meaningless today. Yet it is worthwhile to
consider briefly the development of Congress policy
in regard to the States. I have not always approved of
all the expressions of this policy or liked the emphasis
on certain aspects of the problem. But I am con-
vinced that this fundamental policy was the correct
one under the circumstances, and indeed subsequent
events have justified it completely. A policy aiming
at vital change or revolution must keep in touch with
reality and the conditions that pervail. As these con-
ditions change, that policy changes. Brave words
and gestures or strongly-worded resolutions, out of
touch with objective conditions, do not bring about
that pregnant atmosphere out of which revolutionary
change is born. Nor can that condition be created
artificially or mass movements launched unless the
masses themselves are ready and prepared. The Con-
gress realised this and knew of the unpreparedness
of people in the States; it husbanded its energy in the
struggle outside, well realising that this was the most
effective method of influencing the States* peoples and
making them ready for their own struggle.

The Haripura resolution was a landmark in the
evolution of Congress policy and it enunciated this in
clear language. The integrity and unity of India was
an essential part of the independence we worked for,
and the same foil measure of political, social and eco-
nomic freedom was to come to the States as to the
rest of India. There could be no compromise on this,
and the Congress declared afresh in favour of full
responsible government and the guarantee of civil
liberty in the States. Further it declared to be its right
and privilege to work for the attainment of these